Abstract Leete (2007:147) stated that the poverty rate in Malaysia was 5.7%. The state of Sabah has the highest poverty rate at 23%, followed by Terengganu (15%), Kelantan (11%), Sarawak (8%), and Kedah (7%). In view of the scarcity of natural resources compared to Terengganu and Sabah which are receiving oil royalties from the Federal Government, Kelantan is potentially the poorest state, and will have the highest incidence of poverty in the near future. This study focuses on poverty level in the state of Kelantan. The main objectives of this study is to examine the relationship between poverty and various socio-demographic characteristics such as, educational attainment, age, number of children still living and family size of the respondents in one state which is potentially the poorest state in Malaysia. The findings if this study will provide the information on socio-demographic variables of poverty needed by policy makers to formulate a long term strategy, not only to minimize the number of poor people but to further reduce and eradicate hard core poverty in the state.
Introduction
This is a study of some socio-demographic variables associated with poverty in the state of Kelantan in Malaysia. In 2004, households the previous year (Julia Chan, NST, Feb 2, 2011: 21) .
Kelantan is the northern-most state on the East Coast of Peninsular Malaysia. In 2010 population of Kelantan was estimated 1,459,994 (Malaysia, 2010: IV) . Majority of population in Kelantan (95%) is Malays. All Malays by definition are Muslims. Kelantan is lacking in economics resources. The main economic activities of the people are in the agricultural sector. Most Kelantanese are fishermen, rubber tappers and paddy planters. In 20004, Kelantan was the state number three in poverty ranking in Malaysia.
The state is currently ruled by an opposition party. The state is potentially going to be the poorest state in Malaysia in the near future. This is a socio-demographic study of poverty in Kelantan, Malaysia. This study examines the relationship between some socio-demographic variables such as education, age, children still living (CSL), family size of the respondents and its relationship with level of their income. It is hoped that the findings of this study will provide a clue for policy makers to design a more effective policy to eradicate poverty as a long term measures.
Method

2.1
Background of poor people in Kelantan.
Sample selection for this study is based on the numbers of hardcore poor in Kelantan in 2002 Kelantan in /2003 . The data collected by the Kelantan Development Authority and presented in the following Table 1 covers the physical aspects of housing and basic facilities and part 5 includes the accessibility of the respondents to current issues. Leete (2007: 136) 
Definition of Poverty
Analysis
For the purpose of this paper, four socio-demographic variables are selected to be the independent variables. They are; education, age, number of children still living and family size of the respondents. The dependent variable for the study is average households monthly income as reported by the respondents. Table 1 below shows the descriptive statistics of mean income by level of educational attainment of respondents. The mean income for respondents with no formal education is the lowest and as the level of educational attainment increases, the mean income also increases. Table 2 below shows the result of the tests of between-subjects effect on monthly income by level of educational attainment of the respondents. The result of the one-way ANOVA test shows that on the whole there are significant differences in mean income There is a significant difference in mean monthly income for the pair of respondents with primary and secondary schools education. The difference is -36.276 and p < .05.
Educational Attainments
It should be noted here that the positive value for the column mean difference (I-J)
indicates that the value of mean monthly income in column (J) is higher than that of the value in column (i), vice-versa. Table 5 above shows that respondents aged between 30 to 39 years having the highest average income of RM465.38 per month, and as age increases, the monthly income decreases. For respondents aged 70 and over, the mean monthly income is RM329, and is the lowest. Table 6 below shows the result of tests between-subject effects of monthly income and age groups of respondents. The result of the one-way ANOVA test shows that on the whole there are significant differences in family mean monthly income of the respondents according to age groups, where F (4, 569) = 18.029, p < .05. The value of R 2 is .112 and adjusted R 2 is .106. This indicates that about 10.6 per cent of the family mean income is determined by the age of respondents. Table 7 below shows the pairwise comparisons of means income by age groups of respondents. The differences in means income by age groups of respondents clearly shows that the 30-39 tears age group has the highest mean monthly income. There are significant differences of mean monthly income for respondents in age group 30-39 years compared to that of respondents in age groups 40-49, 50-59, 60-69 and 70 years on over. The difference is smallest for respondents in age group 40-49 years, and as the age groups get older, the difference increases.
In summary, it can be concluded that among the hardcore poor respondents in this study, the youngest age group of respondents has the highest mean monthly income and the differences are statistically significant with that of the older age groups. The differences between age group 30-39 and 40-49 years is smallest and the gap gets higher and higher as the age groups get older. The Univariate tests is also carried out. The result of the tests confirmed the result of pairwise comparisons as shown in Table 3 above. This confirmed that there is at least a significant difference in average income of the pair of age groups of respondents where F (4, 569) = 18.029, p < .05. 
Children Still Living (CSL)
The second independent socio-demographic variable is the number of children still living (CSL) to respondents. This variable correlates with the differences in average family income. Table 8 Table   clearly shows that there are significant differences in mean monthly income of families with 0-2 persons CSL compare to that of 3-4 .9-10 and 11 and over. For respondents with 3-4 CSL, there is no significant difference with that of with 5-6, 7-8 and 9-10 number of CSL, but there is a significant difference with that of 11 and over. For the respondents with number of CSL of 9-10, there is a significant difference compared to that of CSL 11 and over. A Univariate tests is also carried out to confirm the differences in pairwise comparisons as shown in Table 10 above. The F test the effect of number of CSL is based on the linearly independent pairwise comparisons among the estimated marginal means. The result of the tests indicates that at least one pair shows a significant difference where F ( 5, 568) = 16.253, p < .05.
Family Size
The higher the number of CSL in the family, the higher the mean monthly family income.
But if we were to compare the mean monthly family income per person per household, the reverse is established. The following analysis is the effects of family size on mean monthly income of respondents. Table 11 below shows the descriptive statistics of mean monthly income by family size of the respondents. It is clearly shown that the average income of a family member is highest (76.9) among the respondents with family size 3-4 persons or a family has 1-2 children. As the family size increases, the mean monthly individual income decreases. Respondents with a family size of 13 and above or family having at least 11 children, has the lowest with mean monthly income per person of $33.88 cents only. Table 12 below shows the tests of between-subjects effects of family size on mean monthly income of the respondents. The result of the one-way ANOVA test shows that on the whole the difference in mean monthly income is significant in term of family size of the respondents, where F (5, 568) = 111.454, p < .05. The value of R 2 is .495
and adjusted R 2 is .491. This indicates that the difference in mean monthly income is 49.1 per cent determined by family size. income by family size of the respondents. It shows that there is no significant difference in mean individual monthly income between family with 3-4 and 5-6 children although the former has slightly higher income. There are significant differences between family with 3-4 children compare to that of 7-8, 9-10, 11-12 and 13 and more children and the differences are 23. 666, 33.218, 40.751 and 43.019 respectively. All values at p < .05.
The same pattern is also true for respondents with 5-6 and 7-8 children when compared to that of the respondents in groups with more children. Respondents with 5-6 children have significantly higher monthly income than respondents with number of children of 7-8, 9-10 and 11-12 and 13 and more children. For the respondents with 7-8 children, their monthly income is significantly higher than that of 9-10,11-12 and 13 and more children. For respondents with 9-10 children, their monthly income is significantly higher than that of 11-12 and 13 and more children. There is no significant difference between respondents with 11-12 and 13 and more family size.
The Univariate tests the effect of family size on average individual monthly income of member of households confirmed that at least one pair in the pairwise comparison as shown in Table 13 above, produced a significant difference. The value of F (5, 568) = 111.454, p < .05.
Conclusion
General Findings
The analysis of the impact of educational attainment on the average monthly income of respondents shows that respondents with no formal education have the lowest average monthly income. As the level of educational attainment increases, the average monthly income also increases. The 4.6 per cent changes in average monthly income is attributable to this factor.
The impact of demographic factor of age, on average income is slightly stronger.
Respondents in the youngest age group of 30-39 have the highest average monthly income, that is, RM465.38. When the age groups get older, the average monthly incomes decreases.
The impact of age on average monthly income is 10.6 per cent.
The impact of the other demographic factor, the number of CSL, is slightly bigger. The family with the smallest number of CSL has the lowest average monthly income, and as the number of CSL increases, the average monthly income also increases. This shows that family with a bigger number of CSL, their children work to help parents generate extra income. This is in line with the Wealth Flows Theory as proposed by Caldwell (1976: 321-366) . In the traditional peasant societies, children are regarded an asset to the family and parents gained economic benefits from their children. The impact of this variable on average monthly income is 11.7 per cent.
To get a clearer picture of the effect of fertility on average monthly income is to compute the average individual monthly income by family size of the respondents. Family with the smallest family size (3-4) or family with only one or two children has the highest average individual monthly income of RM76.9. As the family size increases, the average individual monthly income decreases. Respondents with the biggest family size of 13 and more, have an average monthly income of RM33.88 only. The result of tests between-subject effects of family size on average monthly income is very strong where the value of F (5, 568) = 111.454, p < .05.
The value of adjusted R 2 is .491. This indicates that 49.1 per cent of family average income is determined by the family size. This is the strongest of all socio-demographic variables studied.
Implications of the Study for Policy formulation.
Che Hashim Hassan (2010 : 42, It is usual to give a direct subsidies to the poor. But this is not a suitable long term strategy to eradicate poverty in the state. When they have used up the subsidy money, they will come back and ask for more. This will never ends. For the aged parents, the children should be held responsible to look after them. Direct subsidy seems fit to be given to the aged and handicapped persons who are poor and have no children or relative to look after them.
The study suggest that education, age, number of CSL have a strong relationship with the average monthly income of the households. The most important factor is family size. This is to suggest that efforts or programs should be aimed at encouraging people to have a smaller family. There are at least two ways of doing this, first, to encourage people to practice family planning to limit the number of birth, and second, to encourage the younger citizen to pursue higher education. Attendance at institutions of higher education will delay their marriage and reduced their fertility level. This is important, because educated women normally changing their attitudes and values in favor of smaller family, and they are also exposed to family planning practices and practice them in order to achieve their ideal family size. Furthermore, educated women will have the opportunity to work with higher salaries and get out of their family poverty trap. Subsidies should be in the form of practical programs to encourage young girls to acquire a higher level of education as possible. Building more hostels in rural areas, provide more scholarships for excellent rural students.. Campaigns and publicity are also important to encourage the young girls to pursue education to the highest level possible.
Malthus (cited in Lucas, et al., 1980 : 28) program would focus on helping the younger generation from hardcore poor families and the disabled to master information technology skills so that they will be able to surf the internet for information, look for jobs and venture into online businesses (Alagesh, 2011 : 13) . The government should also build more colleges or centers for training young school dropouts to acquire the hands on knowledge so that they can work and earn a decent income in order to get out of their family poverty trap. This is a long term measure to eradicate poverty. As Lao Tze said "Give a man a fish you will feed him for a day. Teach him how to fish and you feed him for a life time" http://www.slideshare.net/ruohoo1997/lao-tze-quoates .
